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Claims 1-27 arc pcding in the present application. In the Office Action mailed May 12. 
2004 the Ex^cr rg-cctcd claims 1-2. 4. 740, 12. 14-16. 18-19. 2,. 23-24, a«d 26 undo: 35 
use §102(b)asbciBgaBticipaU:dbyWangaal.(USP6.535.821). The Examiner next rejected 
claims 3 11 and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as hax^ unpatentable over Wang et al in v.cw of 
• Domoulin et al. (USP 6,584.337). Claims 13, 17, 20, 22, and 25 were rejected under 35 U S.C. 
§103(a)asbeingunpatentableoverWangetal.inviewofLangetal.(USP5.671741).Apphcant 

appreciates the indication that claims 5, 6. 8, and 1 8 are allowable. 

A, noted above, the Examiner rejected claims 1-2, 4, 7-10, 12, 14-16, 18-19. 21, 23-24, 
and 26 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b). However, it is assumed that the Exam.ner intended to use 35 
U.S.C. §102(e) since the present ^plication was filed on May 16, 2002 which is approxnnately 
ten months before ihc patenting of Wang ci al. 

AddiUonaUy, the Examiner provided no ba.is or explanation of the §102(b) rqeeUon. 
The Examiner merely states that the claimed invention is "clearly anUeipated." However. 
Hxamiiier's Note 7.15 from MPEP §706.02(i) states that accompanying a statement such as 
"Clearly anticipated" or "anticipated", must be "an explanation at the end of the paxa^aph 
MPEP §706.02(1). AS sucl^ Applicant hereby respectfiilly requests reasoned statements by the 
Examiner demonst^ting the Examiner's inten>retation of the claims as to how the claims are 
"clearly anticipated" by the references cited. Since the Examiner failed to provide the reqmred 
reasoning,Applicantrequestsai.yfhrtheractiononthiscasebeinnon-finalfoim. 

To anticipate a claim, the refe«».ce must teach each and every element of the clami. See 

MPEP §2131. Applicant believes one of ordinary skill in the art wiU readily acknowledge 
™„.e„,nsdistinction. between thecu^entinventionandtheartcitedbythe Examiner. As stated, 

the Rxaminer did not provide any analysis or reasoning for the |102(h) rejection.; therefore. 
Applicant is not obKgated to respond (o unsubstantiated rejections. However. Apphcant has 
chosen U> highlight some of the clear distinctions in order to eliminate confusion. 

Wang ct al. teaches a system and method of bolus chasing angiography w,th adaptive 
«al-time computed tomogmphy (Cl> More particularly, Wang et al. teaches a system designed 
to drive a patient table "to chase the contrast bolus". Abstract. USP 6.535,821. Wang ct al. 
teaches a table control unit that may be fed with control parameter, to uUaptivciy transport a 
patient table to chase themotionofaconm^t bolus so as to synchronise bolus peak and ^^^^^ 

torture to minimize discrepancies between a predicted bolus position and a measured bolus 
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V ^.Col 1. tas 62-67. mdyi»mc«»»»)lta«of».imaging»a»»c»igtebyWa.« 

"'""::r:r::::— ----- 

I!TX >^>^ °f .o u»k . bote in a subjec, a„4 a., ^ch, ■ 

Wo^ .h« Wang -aL only «»b«.cban^i.. able vdod.y. M sucl,, App..ca™ 

i^ytrcl. i. 0..,- . - L i. P^-abLy ..^ - ^ 

r^aaoon « r.»iv=i. modify u^Mon in «.ponse .h.ra.o and allow ot«^^ 
pa^«. and, if ». modi«od MB da» .CU,.«o» in «^nao ^A.^ 

^ aw. Wang e. al. u, .each or soggcs. a .y^ <^ » 

■^^rri^.oo^n.nWan.c.a.MU.-.o.anggas.aco.p^^ 

:tr«b», «ecu»d .y a oau» ... o«npo» . a p«.cn. .b».gbanMR 

and Sin,— .o^« M. da« a^ aUo. ...r ''^^^ZT.^ 1 
r ■ <^ ^Uim 2^ Wang et al. feils to teach or suggest a method ol itJcnuiyjTig 
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within the magnetic field in modifying the MR data acquisition parameters in real-time, and 
acquiring one of higher rcsoltttion MR data in different MR plane dat<t to allow fwther atialysis of 
the area of interest. 

The Examiner had indicated the allowability of claims 5, 6, 7, and 8. Accwdingly, 
Applicant presents new claims 28-33. Applicant respectfiilly beUeves that clacns 28-33 arc in 
condition for allowance as depending from otherwise allowable claims or incorporating 
previously indicated allowable subject matter. ^ 

Therefore, in light of at least the foregoing. Applicant respectfiilly believes that the 
present application is in condition for allowance. As a result. Applicant respectfiilly requests 
timely issuance of a Notice of Allowance for claims 1-33. 

Applicant appreciates the Examiner's consideration of these Amendments and Remarks 
and cordially invites the Examiner to call the undersigned, should the Examiner consider any 
matters unresolved. 

Respectfully submitted. 




fmw<aia>gt)atent5.CQm 
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Attorney Docket No.: GEMS8081.119 
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